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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/22/2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

In page 6, paragraph 2-page 7, paragraph 1 of the Remarks, the Applicant 
argues that the control unit in the present application resides in the printing apparatus 
whereas the control unit in the Nishikawa reference resides in the host unit. More 
specifically, the Applicant asserts that the Nishikawa reference does not teach the 
"determining step" stated in the claim language. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with the Applicant. Note that 
the claims merely disclose a control unit that determines whether language information 
from the host device has been received through the printer interface. The claim 
language does not describe a control unit that decides what language to display. Nor 
does the claim language describe a control unit that determines whether or not to 
display in a certain language. All that the claim language discloses is the ability to 
determine the display settings and follow suit with the display settings. This ability, after 
all, is inherently taught by any print apparatus that changes display languages. Some 
sort of the determination must be made at the print apparatus as to what language is to 
be used. Otherwise, the desired language preference won't be displayed. 

The Nishikawa reference teaches a printing apparatus that adheres to certain 
display language settings based on its communication with the host device(column 8, 
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lines 13-33; column 9, line 60-column 10, line 5). This, in turn, inherently teaches the 
control unit claimed in the claim language. 

In page 7, paragraphs 3-5 of the Remarks , the Applicant argues that the 35 
U.S.C. section 103(a) rejection of claims 6 and 9 is not proper. The Applicant states 
that the claimed subject matter is not mentioned in the admitted prior art portion of the 
Specification. 

In response, please note that the rejection was not based on admitted prior art 
that was mentioned in the Specification. Rather, the rejection was based on well known 
prior art(also labeled as an official notice) that is known to a person with ordinary skill in 
the art. Multifunction devices, after all, are well known in the technology. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 4, 7, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Nishikawa(U.S. 7,064,849). 

Regarding claim 1. Nishikawa teaches a print apparatus(Column 4, line 1 



discloses printer 1500), comprising: a display unit; (Column 5, lines 16-22 teaches 



Application/Control Number: 10/784,172 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2625 

that the printer 1500 consists of a display unit) an interface adapted to communicate 
with a host device; (Column 5, lines 10-13 describes input unit 18 that 
communicates between the printer 1500 and host computer 3000. Input unit 18 
reads on the interface stated in the claim language.) and a control unit for 
determining whether certain language information from the host device has been 
received through the interface, wherein the language information is display language 
information of a device driver set when the device driver is installed in the host device to 
control the operation of the print apparatus (Column 8, lines 13-33 disclose the ability 
to display a language based on the settings set by printer driver 203.); and, if it is 
determined that the language information has been received, displaying display 
information on the display unit in a language corresponding to the language information. 
(Column 5, lines 48-63 teaches the ability to set certain preferences to the printer 
via a printer driver 203. Column 8, lines 13-33 and column 9, line 60-column 10, 
line 5 detail the ability to set the display language based on the region. All this, in 
turn, implies the existence of the control unit stated in the claim language.) 

Regarding claim 3 . Nishikawa further discloses the print apparatus wherein the 
information to be displayed on the display unit includes menu information, option 
information, and message information displaying an operational status of the print 
apparatus which are set in the print apparatus. (Column 10, lines 24-37 teaches that 
the user interface and messages are displayed in the selected language. Note 
that menu information and option information are all part of a typical user 
interface for a printer display.) 



Application/Control Number: 10/784,172 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2625 

Regarding claim 4 , it is rejected in the same manner as claim 1 . Note that claim 
4 is a method claim that corresponds to claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 7, Nishikawa teaches an automatic display language setting 
method for a print apparatus in a print system having a host device connected through 
the print apparatus and a communication interface(Column 5, lines 10-13 describes 
input unit 18 that communicates between the printer 1500 and host computer 
3000. Input unit 18 reads on the interface stated in the claim language.), 
comprising: sending to the print apparatus display language information of a device 
driver which is set when the device driver for controlling operation of the print apparatus 
is set up in the host device; (Column 8, lines 13-33 disclose the ability to display a 
language based on the settings set by printer driver 203.) determining whether the 
display language information of the device driver has been received from the host 
device; (Column 9, line 60-column 10, line 5 details the ability to set the display 
language.) and setting up a display language of the print apparatus to display 
information to be displayed on a display unit of the print apparatus in a language 
corresponding to the display language information of the device driver, if it is determined 
that the display language information of the device driver has been received from the 
host device. (Column 9, line 60-column 10, line 5) 

Regarding claim 8, Nishikawa discloses the automatic display language setting 
method wherein the sending step comprises: setting up the device driver in a memory of 
the host device if an installation command for the device driver has been received; 
(Column 8, lines 13-33)selecting the display language of the device driver; (Column 8, 
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lines 13-33 teaches that a local language is set based on the country) and sending 
to the print apparatus the display language information of the device driver to set up the 
display language of the print apparatus in the same language as the display language of 
the device driver. (Column 10, lines 24-37 teaches that the selected language is 
used in the printer display. This, in turn, implies that sending method stated in 
the claim language.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nishikawa(U.S. 7,064,849) in view of well known prior art(Official Notice). 

Regarding claim 6, Nishikawa teaches the subject matter claimed in claim 4. 

But Nishikawa is silent on a printer apparatus that includes a facsimile machine, 
a printer, and a combination device providing functions of the facsimile machine and 
printer. 

The Examiner though asserts that a multi-functional peripheral is rather well 
known in the art(Official Notice). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Nishikawa with well known prior art to fully put 
forth the method claimed in claim 6. 
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The motivation behind such a modification is to put forth an apparatus that is 
compatible in most environments. These days, multi-functional peripherals are rather 
prevalent, especially in an office environment. In view of this, it makes sense to develop 
a language display method that caters to not only printers but also to multi-functional 
peripherals as well. 

Regarding claim 9 , it is rejected in the same manner as claim 6. Note that claim 
9 is a method claim that corresponds to claim 6. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to ASHISH K. THOMAS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-0631 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 a.m. - 5:30 p.m. EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ashish K Thomas/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 

/David K Moore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



